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f~r d~la~ t~n the ongoing, d¢lay~fidd~ S~fion 10 c~sul~tion p~ess.

Mo~ for finishing ~e Mons~ fl~e is ~ing ~Id ~nding the out~ of~ ~¢w oft~ joim
~e subj~t of initiation was discus~d. It w~ ~¢d ~t th~ is a d~Im smelt ~bi~t initiation p~l.
~k t~a~ ~ ~ isl~ di~tly ~ro~ ~ ~t~r from t~ Con~ Costa site, ~ miti~tion in ~ i~u¢.
place. It s~uld ~ a simple ~ for ~u~m to p~ 1 or 2 ~’ w~ ofmifi~fi~ ~m ind¢~ndent ~view to the CC~RT and the C~F~. No CVFFCT action ~ ~uimd on this
t~ ~ to ~ ~ of~ ~1o~ ex~fi~ ~ile ~ir ~fion 10 ~ HCP ~ofiafiom for ag~a item.
~ ~w~ plants as a ~1� m moving fo~d. ~is would ~ ¢omis~nt with ~ s¢pa~tion of
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was approved ~d imple~nt~, i~ mifi~fi~ sh~ld suppler that pu~h~ on a ~m~ ~sis obli~tio~. Both Sc~ Criteria and the S¢~n Eval~tion P~ss ~ di~d. Criteria
~om ~e b~. decisio~ inclu~:

~ision: It was d~ided ~t t~ C~i~to~ would ~¢o~end to the Director: Sevens will ~ in the Sacramento ~vcr
Pfiod~ si~s will ~ identified in ~hes de~d~d in ~ S~. 10 ~it, defin~ by:

-The CVFFRT mq~t to pursue a ’~ast track" ~il for th¢ testing of the "Gunderb~m" at the Red Bluff
Contm Cos~ power plant ~s appmv~. Smff am ~ ~ep the ~g~ent t~m info~, a~ the Hamilton City
poli~ gmup will ~ ~v~ed of the activity. Alan Bamcco and Ron Ott will ~s on the Colu~
recommeMation to F&G a~ F~. Ron Brogan will c~tnate with the USBR. Ve~

Emph~is will ~ on dive,iota of less t~ ~ ¢fs ~use:
-The USF~ was not r~r~ent~ at the meeting, and th~ presented a serio~ p~blem which the ~ AFSP emp~izes larger ones
management will ha~ to ~r~s. ~FS favo~ ~m which can ~ ¢nti~ly ~nded within the proem

CDFG ~s~s to promote ~r~ning of s~ll dive,ions
Volun~ l~do~er pa~icipation

Monster Flume - USB~UC Davis relationship; ~nver trip r~ap. CDFG will ~ ~nsible for ~ing t~t sc~¢ns a~ mainlined.
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The evaluation process includes: CALFED Science Conference- Need for a fish screen technical session

Preparation of a package for review Randy Brown introduced the idea of a technical session dealing with "real" issues related to
NMFS review of package and approval sc.reening projects/technology at the upcoming CALFED Science Conference. Presentations should
CVFFRT review not be "show-and-tell" but should deal with more global technology problems, solutions and
Striped Bass Stamp Fund Advisory Committee review and funding recommendations approaches. Examples could be Treadmill results, performance data on conical screens and future
Formal NMFS approval applications, problems and solutions related to recent c_y.vlindrical ~a~a--screen failures, emerging
CDFG or contractors move to construction technologies, etc. A call for abstracts will be distributed in early March. The deadline for the
Recognition of mitigation obligation having been met by NMFS submittal of abstracts is June 2"d. Web site (http:flwww.iep.water.ca.govlcalfedlsciconfll). The

Coordinators appeared to be generally supportive of this idea. No specific action was associated
CVFFCT future meeting schedule with this agenda item.

A meeting schedule was passed out. The CVFFCT will meet formally o~ the second Wednesday Boeger Farms - Conflict, CALFED funded pump/screen and SB-1086 meander corridor
of every other month for the rest of 2000, with conference or "urgent" called meetings as needed.
Other review group meetings (e.g. CVFFRT) were also on the schedule, subject to change. Dan Odenwefier discussed the relatively serious communication failure which has led to the potential

conflict between a CALFED funded new pumping facility and associated fish screen at the Boeger
USFWS "technical representatives" Farms site and the SB-1086 meander corridor levee setback program. The new Boeger Farms

diversion site constitutes a "hard poinf’ in the river, but the current maps of the meander corridor
The subject of the need for more technical qualifications and experience of the "technical levee setbacks would take this point out. This is an excellent example of the kind of problem that
representatives" from theUSFWS participating on various Technical AdvisoryTeams and becoming can and will arise when two programs move forward without overall coordination and
involved in decisions and recommendations related tO fish protection facilities was discussed. It was communication. The databases are in place, including GIS maps, which can resolve these potential
observed stated-that a FWS engineer from the Portland office, Jim Stowe, had been showing up in problems, but they have not been put to good advantage. Instead, two policy decisions were made
a project review capacity on the Califomia coast (working with Marein Whitman, CDFG), aud that independent of each other, and the conflict resulted. The poasibility of the Coordinators making a
he seemed to have expertise in screening and passage. It was suggested that the Coordinators should policy-level recommendation to develop an integration strategy was discussed, but this was rejected
recommend to the Directors that a request be made to the FWS to have Stowe assigned to the TATZs because it would probably just further complicate an already complicated administrative system with
and probably the CVFFRT. another layer. It was pointed out that the levee setback program is a "programmatic level" document,

but some of the associated maps have frightened landowners into thinking their land would be
Decision: The Coordinators concluded that ’a recommendation should be made to the FWS that Jim condemned.
Stowe of the Portland FWS office participate as a representatives on -the CCF.TAT the TTATZs, and
the CVFFRT.. Ron Ott will contact FWS about this recommendation. Decision: It was decided that the Coordinators should elevate the issue and the example to the

Director level, but let those who are now aware of and working on this problem continue to try to
CVFFCT "Group Charter" and "Purpose" - Review resolve this situation in a way which will prevent or reduce future potential conflicts. Ron Ott will

elevate the issue and the example to the appropriate CALFED personnel.
Alan Baracco reviewed the "charter" for the CVFFCT out of the Project Management Organization
Agreement (signatories: CALFED, USBR, DWR, USFWS, NMFS, CDFG), particularly the portion Sherman Island So. Delta Barrier mitigation screen maintenance/retrofit
outlining the specific duties and responsibilites of the Team. It was concluded that the Team is
generally on track with duties and responsibilities. Certain issues were identified (re-identified) that John Andrews described the situation. Several screens have been installed on DWR diversions on
need to be "elevated" to the Director level: Sherman Island pursuant to FWS mitigation requirements for the South Delta Barriers Program.

Seven of the nine screens originally installed suffereJt mechanical failures relating to their cleaning
Fast-track Gunderboom, federal nexus, Section 7 consultation (Contra Costa Power Piano systems leading to overall screen failure. Specific problems were identified and solutions developed.
Tracy Fish Test Facility recommendation One of the most important solution elements to the retrofit!repair is to make the screens removable
USFWS representation on technical teams during the off-season to prevent a maintenance nightmare and frequent system failure. This involves
Conflict, AFSP/CALFED screening projects and SB-1086 meander corridor setbacks driving two pilings per screen sit.~e which takes about 20 minutes per piling, once the equipment is
Sherman Island screen repair/retrofit mobilized. The USFWS has expressed concern for the repair/retrofit because the pilings would be
Boeger Farms diversion conflict with SB-I086 meander corridor levee setbacks in "critical delta smelt habitat". _It was noted that timing is critical, since the repair/retrofit must be

accomplished prior to the start of the irrigation season.



Decision: Since this discussion~ USFWS has addressed these concerns and approved DWR’s retrofit I


